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of nationalism as a typical bourgeois phenomenon,1 the question arises whether the establishment of Soviet federalism was not simply a political consequence of the temporary economic compromise with the small bourgeoisie, that was bound to be dropped once it had fulfilled its purpose.
The Bolshevists would describe cc the class essence of the national question " in the 1923 U.S.S.R. as establishing " definite and correct relations between the proletariat of the former sovereign nation and the peasantry of the formerly oppressed nationalities ", by " eradicating all remnants of distrust towards everything Russian, a mistrust implanted and fostered for decades by the policy of Tsarism ". And cc in order that the Soviet government should become dear also to the peasantry of other nationalities, it must be comprehensible to that peasantry, it must function in their own language, the schools and government bodies must be recruited from among the local people acquainted with the language, manners, customs and traditions".2 This description of Bolshevist nationalities policy, essentially identical with what Stalin was later to describe as national forms for a socialist content,3 does not necessarily imply federalism as defined in this book. But it is certainly independent of the existence or non-existence of capitalist elements in the society. It is bound merely to some distinction between peasants and the industrial working classes, a distinction clearly surviving even to-day, .after the collectivisation of the peasantry. It does not include many things which people with whom the Bolshevists then collaborated, included in what they expected from national autonomy.
Stalin, in 1923, recognised that the NEP, by strengthening the bourgeois elements in society, also strengthened nationalism, and in its least desirable chauvinist forms. While strengthening Great-Russian centralist chauvinism, it also strengthened chauvinist attitudes among the more developed of the formerly oppressed nationalities towards their backward neighbours.4 The Bolsheviks fought all these varieties of chauvinism, but they were ready to compromise with indisputably bourgeois-democratic nationalists among the formerly oppressed nationalities, and rejected criticism of these compromises by Russian or local Communists as a "left deviation".5 True, Stalin justified the most far-reaching of these compromises, that with the Bashkir
1 See above, p. 328.                                        2 Stalin, op. ciL, pp. 132-3.
3 See ibid., p. 228.        4 ibid., pp. 138-9.         5 ibid., pp. 153-4 and 158.